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In some jurisdictions the rule is broadly stated that intent to deceive is not a necessary element of an action at law for fraud to 


recover damages. ! In one state, any representations that are false in fact and actually deceive the other, and are relied on by a 
person to that person's damage, are actionable, irrespective of whether the person making them acted in good faith in making 


them where the loss of the party deceived inures to the benefit of the other.” Where an intent to deceive is not an element of 


fraud, the intent or good faith of a representor is not in issue and is not controlling. 


Observation: 


The crucial difference between fraud and gross mistakes amounting to fraud is the necessity of an intent to deceive.“ 





One may be guilty of violating a statute condemning certain misrepresentations without an intent to defraud.” Likewise, a statute 
may dispense with the necessity of an intent to deceive if an innocent misrepresentation is acted upon by the party to whom 


it is made® or require a different kind of intent.’ 
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